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far! WPt 

(TWW f^TFT) 

SlfM^-eHl 

3? 19 H§, 2005 

fi. 48/2005-RMI 

RT.'^iT.f^. 326(31).—3lR#<T7jo%o, ^d'TR^I -3fRTIHliH (3TFtTRTS WTTRI ttpcT: 

RT 7* fWRlfl, 7TNT ^"4>£R>b aifqfwi, 1975 (1975 35T 51) 7# 3?# STJTJrft %'39#4 5501.30 5503.30 % 3TcFfa 

3TT%^T#r, i/s6lRi=fi 'f>i5«H%3iRncr%'> : nq^'^, sn% 3tf%^ Pi t «+>4 siftii£«Mi 71° 42/1/2001-^#^, mfRi 27 3ptt<t, 2002 
*nr?i % tfstrt, aror^Roi, 1,7^5 1 , tttcRs 27 sfiri, 2002 3 wfw f£ Riwi 37 t fc,— 

(^) 7R13J ^ TJ?!?!: <s<^ |R|<1 ^TT 7) felt TCI TRnSTTTcl MRU ^ RrRt TIFTFr ’R f^TI TFTT 

t; 

(73) oRt cjiwfa-* 

(■a) 3iFn?if1 

afk a#rf?iT yiRi'wd % ^44 Ri^mT %3rraR i R%'^1q w*k^, rt^.Rt. 690(31), ttkRs 9 ararj^K, 2002 %3 t#t 
’TOT % <i'J|43, sraraiw, HPT II, 7sfe 3, ^-Tsfe (i), cflfitel 9 3T4^K, 2002 "R’ 33/#7T, '4173717337% tl^T 1 %tT TTR 3rtpft 333 
Wl (TT5TT3 fwt) 3?t 3lf3T£33T Ro 104/2002-77t3T ^T, TITtRsI 9 3T3f37, 2002 SKI fa33l<*l3> #jih 3lMpRT 
f3)3T SR; 

arkarfaf^r yiffei=bi-0 % mk?t %aroiWJT, hftI, i, tiiflig s snfo, 2005~R~ i^ifijid TPrteff 3Tf 3/j34i 

71° 15/18/2004-^%nsl, ttttRs 7 2005 % 371317 -37 -pi -Rpjfa 37 f f%— 

(■31) #7 ■& iy*>1Rrl3i 3173 3ft^T1%TT13F37J^^33T3^3Tl^33Tt; 

7Jo%o-& R,«dfl *n*o-H *£~) % 3>H 3T3^^$3fR^prHobK4H3>'l Hlfed 4^1 (Vo^TST 3TI 
?•]') 3ft TRIi'hi 45! 

(is) afR "rr % mRuiih=R) 4 )IwR|^ wf t; 

(t) ^Nt, ^ftci4 t ^coIRm^aiFirafvrwrncnq ^r^it ^e i *n >4 1 41 1 <it dir%^=i: 

^ TTMWHI 4?7 % I 
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sft «i§i ^ Pwfd *H( , H e i«& HM •aimhll Tt d'liy hi( hic-irlti) <fit 7TFTRT 


3ffi:, 3FT, %^5R^jR, -3^1 tft>F 3lftft*W ^ «JRT 9^? ^ WTO (5) (l) sfo 

£Ri> (Nifer 3 r tr Rfanfoi ftrtfiyt 3 ft <t*n ^r arq^q) fwr, i99S%fwr 

23 i*RT 'ST^rT VlRw4f «BTTPTFl NRct *K«w< %ftrt ift «Bl4 u^icm (TNRR ftrtFT) Slfttjrni Bo 104/2002- 

#pn^f), cfttit 9 3RRJ^, 2002 ^ "sjj NTOT % TF5m, 3RHWI, MFT II, m 3, 3^5 (i) 3 RTo^ofto 690 (31) cttitia 

9 3 r^ 3 r, 2002 ciFi'^'n^^raf'#^raRr%fy' 4 (N, fttaf^a cfrd) 

tl 

[Rfl.ti. 354/223/2001-itelTrtjj 


MINISTRY OF FINANCE 


ft. ftrag5Frtwr, ■3R-Rftr^ 


(Department of Revalue) 
NOTIFICATION 
New Delhi, the 19th May, 2005 
No. 48/2005-Customs 


G.S.R. 326(E). —Whereas in the matter of import of Acrylic Fibre (hereinafter referred to as the subject goods), 
falling under sub-heading5501.30 or 5503.30 ofthe First Schedule to the Customs Tariff Act, 1975 (51 of 1975), originating 
in! or exported from, UK, permany, Bulgaria and Brazil (hereinafter referred to as subject countries), the designated authority 
vide its final findings notification No. 42/1/2001-DGAD dated the 27th August, 2002, published in the Gazette of India, 
Extraordinary. Part I, Section 1, dated the 27th August, 2002, has come to the conclusion that— 

(<*\ tho c„hi<vt <Tfwtc hovi' pvnnrtpH tn India from snhient countries below its normal value: 

\“J u.vwu.jv.. s .™—..v.-—1---- •> . 

(b) the Indian industry has suffered injury; 

(c) the injury has been caused by the dumped imports from subject countries; 

And whereas on the basis of aforesaid final findings or the designated authority, the Central Government had 
imposed anti-dumping duty vide notification of the Government of India in the erstwhile Ministry of Finance and Company 
Affairs (Department of Revenue) No. 104/2002-Customs, dated the 9th October, 2002, published vide G.S.R. 690 (E), dated 
the 9tli October, 2002 in Part n. Section 3, Sub-section (i) ofthe Gazette of india. Extraordinary, dated the 9th October, 2002; 

And whereas the designated authority, vide its mid-term review findings notification No. 15/18/2004-DGAD dated 
7th April, 2005, published in the Gazette of India, Extraordinary, Part I, Section 1, dated the 8th April 2005, has come to the 
conclusion that— 

(a) Acrylic fibre has been exported to India from Germany and Bulgaria below its normal value; however, the 
exports from U.K. were not below the normal value and were thus not being dumped. There was no evidence 
of dumping from Brazil. There is no likelihood of recurrence of dumping from Brazil and U.K; 

(b) the domestic industry has not suffered material as a result of dumping from Germany and Bulgaria; 

(c) there is no likelihood of recurrence of injury in case the anti dumping duty imposed on import from subject 
countries is withdrawn; 

and has recommended withdrawal of anti dumping duty on imports of acrylic fibre originating in or exported from the 
subject countries; 

Now therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by sub-sections (1) and (5) of Section 9 A of the said Customs 
Tariff Act, and rule 23 of the Customs Tariff (Identification, Assessment and Collection of Antidumping Duty on Dumped 
Articles and for Determination of Injury) Rules, 1995, the Central Government, hereby rescinds the notification of the 
Government of India in the erstwhile Ministry of Finance and Company Affairs (Department of Revenue), No. 104/2002- 
Customs, dated the 9th October, 2002, published vide G.S.R 690(E), dated the 9th October, 2002 in Part II, Section 3, 
Sub-section (i) ofthe Gazette of India, Extraordinary, dated the 9th October, 2002, except as respects things done or omitted 
to be done before such rescission. 

[F. No. 354/223/2001-TRU] 
V. SIVASUBRAMANIAN, Dy. Secy. 
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3tf*H£sRT 
19 5$, 2005 
tf. 49/2005-*fal^> 

W Mtfil 327 ( 3T).—3Tfaft?T RlfTO), (M 31FtTOijpr: ^ i fad qi q?rj 3 ftqffar, 
•arftrfWT, 1975 (I975<f>151) qft3)^4) % .344)4 5501.30 qt 5503.30 % 31<pfcF 3fFf 1,5 4 f 44t 

(i.65 ^ i^<w) ^ ^ Tpi?5T % asjpjRr %-^f, arA atfirq 1qsF»f stftnqqpn *t<> 43 / 1 / 2001 - ^141^1 , cnfhs 

12 -^FTra, 2002 '-’ft fe •HKd % <Nw*, 3 ttii*iK u l, qm I, <4s 1 , oiflia 13 3p|*d, 2002 ff 3l«Hlfvl<l Itf, fq«*4 Tt f fsR; — 

(^*) Pt^fa f*4qtr 4«(* Htci qka «b( fn^ifa dn4> riiui-q rjyq ■t) cprf Tj^-f^qrTiTff 

(■Q) 

(5) q^ tufa* 

3 ^ 3 rfqfer qifwft %5qfq?r firof % armqr hwk % qio^of^o 639 (si), Urdu 12 f ront , 2002 % 

3T#T qR5T%TT5N5, STOiqRor, HFIII, ^ 3, «1<as (i), Hlffe 12 fklHt, 2002d'TRBlfM, qRqqtq>R%q^f^l^q>qqf 

h4icih (tMfqfqqtq) qft arfq^qi'qo 95/2002-4lHi^m, rrrchs 12 Rwhi, 2002 ti’Ri RuMqirq* mRihi-h ^<r* srfVitfw 

fsror sit; 

^ srfqfrq RTfrot w%TT5m, graraiw, qiq i, ws 1 , qrtte 20 alter, 2005 tf y*ifti 4 qsqqfq qqfciiT arf^rq^rr 

■4° 15/17/2004-414) 1/4), wte 19 artcT, 2005 %3TraRqT^fqrfaqiqf%t fqi— 

(qr) 4«*.& ^71 ^ qier *1 Fmta ^q% uihi-m ^yqri qnt qJhqr qtf%qrqqr%; 

(q) qR 4«us Hici%^iMi(il qr 4l^i Hien^qf^j^qilqiqqflriqiqnm^ <itq^y(3#qqit'gq: 

qftiiqraqi 4§7t; 

#^TO^'W5OT:T^irHd5T5Wf^M(Ttq>t q5.^^W%7T4(3TTqRt'qTeFrrTTq^qi^q(^^^ 

f*TT ^tt% foqVlfigl qft t; 

am: 3R, 4-4R w^k, w 4)*n^<«t> srfqftqq qft qro 9q> qft wot ( 5 )%qro qfersqqiq ( 1 ) 

^T 7 i (Rifer q^srf qft w^pt, qt qfdiifiw ^qrqqfqqfar afa wqqqr $# ^ amRq) fqqq, 1995 %fwr 23 ?rt 
y^xi i*if 4 a 4 l q>r m 4 )o °h<tl qror •wouk % f 4 u 54 **-441 «w 4 qqieiq (irareqlqqpi) siftR^vRi tto 95/2002- q Rri ^e*, 

ITrftlS 12 2002 Ri(R ko % 3T1TI^H U I, qpt n, <sis 3, 3>Ras (i) 'if 'RTocijrofqo 639 (31) (TRllst 12 fWctHI., 2002 

qrt qq^nr q^ 4t, ^ M qi ^ qt qf qraf 5ft qpm % -fro, fonfer qq# t \ 

[q^. q. 354/219/2001-3(.3?R.5. ] 

Iqo %q^5FrP>rqq, -3qqfqq 

NonwcAnoN 

New Delhi, the 19th May, 2005 
No. 49/2005-Customs 

G.S.R 327(E).— Whereas in the matter of import of Acrylic Fibre below 1.5 denier (i .65 DX) (hereinafter referred 
to as the subject goods), falling under sub-heading 5501.30 or 5503.30 of the First Schedule to the Customs Tariff Act, 1975 
(51 of 1975), originating in, or exported from, Italy, (hereinafter referred to as subject country), the designated authority vide 
its final findings notification No. 43/1/2001-DGAD dated the 12th August, 2002, published in the Gazette of India 
Extraordinary, Part I, Section I, dated the 13th August, 2002, has come to the conclusion that— 

(a) the subject goods have been exported to India from subject country below its normal value; 

(b) the Indian industry has suffered injury; 

(c) the injury has been caused by the dumped imports from subject country; 

And whereas on the basis of aforesaid final findings of the designated authority, the Central Government had 
imposed anti-dumping duly vide notification of the Government of India in the erstwhile Ministry of Finance and Company 
•Affairs (Department of Revenue) No. 95/2002-Customs, dated the 12th September, 2002, published in Part II, Section 3, 
Sub-section (i) of the Gazette of India, Extraordinary, dated the 12th September, 2002 vide G.S.R. 639 (E), dated the 
12 th September, 2002; 



TTJTT r.A7nTTD C\U TXITVIA • CVTD AnDnTXt ADV 

liiU VJ/UJJUl liJ WA linyifl, Ar/VilU-VViVL/li'irUVi 


m.~~- ri c..„ t/;m 
ji /uct n—oc.^. d^i/j 


And whereas the designated authority, vide its mid-term review findings notification No. 15/17/2004-DG AD dated 
19 th April, 2005, published in the Gazette of India, Extraordinary, Part I, Section 1, dated the 20th April 2005. has come to the 
conclusion that— 

(a) subject goods have been exported to India from subject country below its normal value; 

(b) the domestic industry has not suffered material injury as a result of dumping of subject goods from subject 
country; 

(c) there is no likelihood of recurrence of injury in case the anti-dumping duty- imposed on import dumping of 
subject goods from subject country is withdrawn; 

and has recommended withdrawal of anti-dumping duty on imports of subject goods originating in or exported from the 
subject country; 

Now therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by sub-sections (1) and (5) of Section 9Aof the said Customs 
Tariff Act, and rule 23 of the Customs Tariff (Identification, Assessment and Collection of Anti-dumping Duty on Dumped 
Articles and for Determination of Injury) Rules, 1995, the Central Government, hereby rescinds the notification of tire 
Government of India in the erstwhile Ministry of Finance and Company Affairs (Department of Revenue), No. 95/2002- 
Customs, dated thel2th September 2002, published in Part II, Section 3, Sub-section (i) of the Gazette of India, Extraordinary, 
dated the 12th September, 2002 vide G.S.R. 639(E), dated the 12th September, 2002 except as respects things done or omitted 
. to be done before such rescission. 

[F. No. 354/219/2001-TRU] 
V. SIVASUBRAMANIAN, Dy. Secy. 
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